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Abstract: 
 Offshore wind power is an increasinglyviable resource that is being considered by
manycoastal States in the U.S for development. This thesis provides a recommendation
concerning the foundations that will be needed for the construction of offshore wind farms
off the coast of Virginia. To accomplish this I reviewed current and prototype underwater
foundation technologies in order to establish viable options for developers to use. I was also
able to analyze a case studythat conducted “an analysis and surveyof the experiences and
lessons learned bydevelopers of offshore wind farms” in Europe. This case studyfocuses
mainlyon earlyplanning and construction lessons that were learned byEuropean offshore
wind developers on prior projects. It explains that most project costs and mistakes could be
reduced or averted given sufficient and appropriate pre-project planning.
I have also reviewed the proposed offshore wind projects planned along the east
coast of the United States. This reviewincludes an analysis of the federal regulations that are
involved in developing in offshore waters. This thesis also evaluates state and local laws in
Virginia and reviews the state sponsored research program supported bythe Virginia Coastal
EnergyResearch Consortium. Bycompiling this information I am able to recommend that
monopole and truss foundations with suction pillons be used for the development of
offshore waters. Water depth and sediment type must be taken into account when choosing
which foundation is best suited for a particular location. These two foundation types offer
minimal seabed preparation and the lower cost per installation as compared to other
foundations.
 
 
 
Chapter 1: Introduction 
Risingenergyprices, petroleum supplyuncertainties, and protecting the environment
are some of the biggest concerns the United States is currentlyfacing. These concerns have
generated an interest in alternative sources of electricitythat can be used to develop power
for the United States. As oil continuallybecomes a variable commodity, the U.S. will need to
find alternative sources of energyto secure the economyand to meet the ever growing
demands of the countryand preserve price stability. One such source of energythat has a
strong potential for use is offshore wind energy. Currently, offshore wind power is almost a
completelyuntapped resource in the United States due to it being a relativelyyoung and new
technology. While Federal and State governments have recentlystarted to support the
growth of the offshore wind industry, there is still a lot of research that needs to be done.
As more knowledge is cultivated on offshore wind technology, European and U.S.
wind developers have continuallybeen innovative in the process of laying down the
groundwork for the construction of newoffshore wind farms. European wind farms have
provided a large amount of data concerning offshore underwater wind foundations and the
placement of offshore wind turbines. While information on wind turbine foundations and
their placement in Europe is readilyavailable, research concerning the development of the
U.S. Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) and the Atlantic coastline of Virginia is still in the
process of being collected. The development of the U.S. coasts is important because they
will provide United States with clean renewable energyas well as create newjobs and
opportunities.
A major challenge that should be noted for offshore wind farm development is the
topographyof the locations in which theyare proposed to be built. When choosing a
location, developers must take several factors into account when selecting the most effective
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andcost efficient foundation for use. This process includes collecting topographical and
sediment information on a proposed site. This is due to different soil types, layers, and water
depth greatlyaffecting the style and type of foundations that are capable of being installed at
a certain location. While some of this data is readilyavailable it must be confirmed before
anysite preparation or construction can take place.
Byreviewing available offshore wind turbines and determining which offshore wind
turbine foundations that would be best suited to Virginia’s Atlantic coastline, Virginia will be
able to lead the wayin offshore development. If Virginia is able to install offshore wind
farms it will reduce the state’s CO2 emissions from coal and oil fired power plants. With a
reduction in CO2 emissions, Virginia will be able to help lead the wayin developing long
term sustainable solutions to our ever growing energyneeds. The Department of Energy,
DOE, has set a goal that by2030 20% of the U.S.’s energywill be from wind. Virginia can
be a critical player in assisting the DOE in reaching this goal, if offshore wind farms are
cultivated now. Along with providing clean and renewable energyoffshore, wind farms will
also provide jobs for Americans across the country.
The current foundations and prototypes that are being used and researched in the
offshore wind industrywill varyaccording to the changes in water depth off the coast of
Virginia and the OCS. Wind developers are currently in the process of researching and
developing newand inventive designs in order to push the boundaries of current daywind
farm limits. With newdesigns and technologies continuallybeing tested, the wind industryis
constantlyexpanding and looking at newlocations that can be developed in the future.
In order to learn from past mistakes American offshore wind developers have kept a
close watch on the development and construction of wind farms in Europe. European
developers have spent the last two decades developing multiple offshore wind farms and
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learningthrough trial and error. The lessons learned will be instrumental in the construction
of newwind farms here in the United States. This will not onlysave States and individual
investors moneybut will also decrease the amount of time it will take to implement their
plans for newoffshore sites.
With wind power and offshore wind farms nowbeing activelypursued bystates in
the U.S., it has attracted the interest of European wind developers. Due to this interest,
multiple states have engaged in contracts or are in negotiations with developers in order to
develop the East coast of the U.S. If built, these wind farms could provide power to
thousands of homes in each state with clean and renewable energy.
The growth of these newwind farms has also caused wind developers to become
knowledgeable on federal and state policies regarding leasing and land rights. Bybecoming
familiar with wind policies for waters controlled bythe Federal government and States,
developers are becoming well versed in the methods in which contractors must proceed. As
these newwind farms are being planned, Virginia has taken steps in order to help with their
growth. One of these steps was the formation of the Virginia Coastal EnergyResearch
Consortium. This consortium is dedicated to the research and development of alternative
resources for the State of Virginia and is extremelypro-active in helping to move the process
forward.
The objective of this thesis is to compile the information reviewed above and
provide a recommendation of which types of turbine foundations should be used in the
development of the Virginia coastline and the OCS. This recommendation will include an
analysis of the Virginia’s offshore borders and jurisdictional rights off the coast. It will also
offer a reviewof the bathymetryof Virginia waters and the OCS as well as examination of
the sediment types that currentlymake up the seabed in these locations. With this data,
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developerswill be able to determine what foundations should be examined for use in the
development of Virginia’s offshore waters.
Narrative Outline: 
The objective of this thesis is to provide a recommendation of which types of
foundations should be used for the development of wind farms in Virginia’s offshore waters.
This thesis will begin with the first chapter focusing on the introduction to offshore wind
and howit can lead to cleaner and more efficient energygeneration for the State of Virginia.
In chapter 2, this thesis will focus on reviewing available offshore wind turbines and
determining which offshore wind turbine foundations would be best suited to Virginia’s
Atlantic coastline. This section of the thesis will analyze foundations that are currently in use
and being researched bythe offshore wind industry. Byreviewing the technologies that are
currentlyavailable and being prototyped, this chapter will give wind developers and idea of
which types of turbines are available for Virginia’s offshore waters.
The next chapter of this thesis is focused on the planning and construction of eight
wind farms that have been built throughout various parts of Europe. This section will focus
on the general planning and construction process that was undergone during the
development of these wind farms. Chapter 3 will also reviewlessons that were learned
during the completion of these wind farms and what future developers should payclose
attention too during the planning and construction phases. Bylearning from the mistakes
made in the past this will allowfuture developers to save time and moneyin the
development of offshore wind farms.
Chapter 4 of this thesis will focus on the current daydevelopment of wind farms off
the coast of the United States. With the successful development of wind farms offshore in
Europe, States and private developers are becoming more interested in developing the
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watersoff the U.S. coast. Chapter 4 will reviewthe current wind projects and developers that
are pursuing contracts through States for the development of offshore wind farms. This
chapter will also focus on the federal policies and regulations that go into the development
of Virginia’s waters and the Outer Continental Shelf.
The 5th chapter covered in this thesis will evaluate the local and State government
water sovereigntyrights for the State of Virginia. It will also reviewthe research consortium
known as VCERC which is a research organization that is funded bythe State of Virginia to
advance the research and development of alternative resources for the State. This research
group is extremelypro-active in advancing Virginia’s goals of generating more clean and
efficient energy.
The final chapter in this thesis will combine the information from the previous
chapters in order to compile a recommendation for the State of Virginia. This
recommendation will cover what types of foundations should be considered for use in the
development of the Virginia coastline and Outer Continental Shelf. The 6th chapter will also
discuss the different factors that will need to be considered when forming a
recommendation on the type of foundations that could potentiallybe used for the
development of Virginia’s offshore waters.
 
 
 
 
Chapter 2: Current Turbines and Foundation Technology in Use by the 
Offshore Wind Industry 
 Offshore wind turbine foundations are one of the onlyreal problems left with
building wind farms offshore. The main problem that arises in this area is making a cost
effective foundation that can support the weight of the turbines currentlybeing used for
offshore wind farms. In the past foundations have proven to be veryexpensive and have
made offshore wind energyproduction a costly investment. With advances in technology,
newturbines and foundations have been designed in order to cut cost and allowfor the
competitive development of offshore wind power. This chapter will examine turbines from
four different offshore wind turbine manufacturers as well as the five foundations that are
currently in use. These foundations are the gravity, monopole, suction caisson, tripod, and
suction piles.1 Along with these five foundations, this chapter will also discuss deepwater
concept designs and prototypes.
Turbines Currently In Use: 
The four most widelyknown manufactures of offshore wind turbines are Siemens,
REpower, Vestas, and Areva-Multibrid. The turbines provided bythese companies range in
size producing between 2.0MW to 5MW of electricityper turbine and can have tower
heights ranging from 59m to 100m high.2 This section will brieflydiscuss the technical
specifications of the turbines that are available from these manufactures in order give a
reader a better idea of the stress’s and loads that an offshore wind foundation must be
capable of sustaining.
                                                          
1 Breton, S. P. and G. Moe, 2008: Status, plans and technologies for offshore wind turbines in Europe and
North America. In press: Renewable Energy
2 REpower Systems AG: Wind Turbines [cited 11/4/2009 2009]. Available from
http://www.repower.de/index.php?id=12&L=1. 
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Siemens:
Siemens Wind Power is a German based companythat currentlyprovides four
different sizes of offshore wind turbines that can be purchased for use. The smallest wind
turbine provided bySiemens is the SWT-2-3-82 VS. This wind turbine is capable of
producing up to 2.3MW of electricityand is ideallysuited for locations with noise
restrictions. Once mounted on top of an offshore wind turbine foundation, this turbine can
have a tower height of up to 80m high with the rotor having a total diameter of 82.4m. The
mass of the rotor, nacelle, and tower that are used for this design weigh out to approximately
294 tons.3
The largest turbine that is offered bySiemens is the SWT-3.6-107. This turbine is
capable of producing up to 3.6MW of electricityand is the most powerful turbine that is
offered bySiemens for both offshore and onshore wind energyproduction. The SWT-3.6-
107 wind turbine requires a tower height of 80m high, which can varybased on site specific
information, and is designed to have a rotor diameter totaling 107m. Overall, the mass of the
nacelle and blades for this design weigh out at 220 tons. In addition to this weight, an
underwater foundation must also be able to take into account the mass of a tower that must
be capable of holding up the nacelle and blades.4
REpower Systems:
REpower Systems currentlyoffers onlyone turbine for offshore use. This turbine is
known as the M5. The M5 offshore wind turbine is capable of producing up to 5MW of
                                                          
3 Siemens AG - SWT-2-3-82-VS [cited 11/4/2009 2009]. Available from
http://www.energy.siemens.com/hq/en/power-generation/renewables/wind-power/wind-
turbines/swt-2-3-82-vs.htm.
4 Siemens AG - SWT-3-6-107 [cited 11/4/2009 2009]. Available from
http://www.energy.siemens.com/hq/en/power-generation/renewables/wind-power/wind-
turbines/swt-3-6-107.htm. 
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electricityand utilizes a tower ranging between 90m and 100m high for offshore locations. 5
In order to produce this much energythe M5 offshore wind turbine has a rotor diameter of
126m and weighs 410 tonnes excluding the weight of the tower.6
Vestas:
Vestas is another manufacture in the wind industrythat produces wind turbines. The
V80-2.0MW wind turbine is currentlyone of the smallest sizes offered byVestas for both
onshore and offshore use and is capable of producing up to 2.0MW of electricity. This
turbine requires a tower height between 67m and 80m in height, depending on the site
location, and supports a rotor diameter of 80m in length. In order to support the mass of a
fullyassembled V80-2.0MW turbine an underwater foundation must be able to handle
between 223.5 metric tonnes and 261.5 metric tonnes of weight depending on the tower
height used.7
The largest turbine that is currentlybeing manufactured byVestas for offshore use is
the V90-3.0MW turbine. This turbine is capable of producing up to 3.0MW of electricityand
is built to be installed on tower heights of 80m, 90m, and 105m in height with a rotor
diameter of 90m. Upon completion the total mass of the V90-3.0MW tower, nacelle, and
rotor can weigh 257.5 metric tonnes for an 80m tower, 317.1 metric tonnes for a 90m tower,
and 367.1 metric tonnes for a 105m high tower.8
                                                          
5 REpower Systems AG: 5M [cited 11/4/2009 2009]. Available from
http://www.repower.de/index.php?id=237&L=1.
6 Hanke, Katherine. 2004. 5M: Proven TechnologyinNewDimensions. Hamburg, Germany: REpower
Systems Group.
7 V80-2.0MW.2009. Portland, Oregon: Vestas.
8 V90-3.0MW.2009. Denmark: Vestas. 
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Areva-Multibrid:
Areva-Multibrid is another wind turbine manufacturer that specializes in large
offshore turbine production. This companycurrentlyoffers one turbine for offshore wind
farms titled the M5000. The M5000 offshore wind turbine is capable of producing 5.0MW
of electricityand is designed to be mounted on top of a 100m tower. Excluding the tower
weight, the turbines mass including the blades, hub, and nacelle can add up to 308.9 metric
tonnes.9
Foundations Currently In Use: 
Currently, there are five different foundations that are being used bythe wind
industryfor the installation of wind turbines offshore.10 In addition to these foundations
there are also multiple foundations that are in the process of being developed, researched,
and prototyped. The five most common and tested foundations can be seen belowin figure
1:
Figure 1 : Current foundations in use for offshore wind turbines.11 
                                                          
9 Areva - Multibrid GmbH: Technical data [cited 11/4/2009 2009]. Available from
http://www.multibrid.com/index.php?id=9&L=1.
10 Breton, S. P. and G. Moe, 2008: Status, plans and technologies for offshore wind turbines in
Europe and North America. In press: Renewable Energy
11 [Ibid 10] 
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a)Gravity
b) Monopole
c) Suction caisson
d) Tripod
e) Suction piles12
Gravity:
Concrete Gravity:
Concrete gravityfoundations were originallythe first type of foundations that were
used for the construction of offshore wind turbines. The first offshore wind pilot project
was built in Denmark and used concrete gravitycaisson foundations. These concrete
caissons are built in drydocks onshore and floated to their final destination and then filled
with gravel to achieve the necessaryweight needed. The onlyreal disadvantage to using
concrete for gravityfoundations is that the cost of using concrete is proportional with the
water depth squared. According to the quadratic rule the concrete platforms tend to become
prohibitivelyheavyand expensive to install at water depths above 10m.13
Steel Gravity:
An alternative to using concrete gravityfoundations is to make them out of steel.
Steel gravityfoundations are lighter that concrete foundations and use a cylindrical steel tube
placed on a flat steel box on the sea bed. Finished foundations must have a final weight of
1,000 metric tons. Of this weight the steel structure will onlyweight about 80-100 metric
tons at water depths between 4 and 10m. Relativelylowweights allowfor barges to transport
and install multiple foundations quickly. In this instance the same crane can be used to install
                                                          
12 Velkommen [database online]. Denmark, 2009 [cited 06/10 2009]. Available from
http://www.windpower.org/en/tour/rd/concrete.html.
13 [ibid 12]
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thefoundations and the turbines. The base of a circular turbine, with a 65m rotor diameter,
should have a foundation of 14m x 14m or a diameter of 15m for water depths between 4-
10m. The advantage of a steel gravityfoundation is that the foundation can be built onshore
and maybe used on all types of seabeds. For the installation of these foundations though
some seabed preparation is required. 14 Silt must be removed and a smooth horizontal bed of
shingles must be prepared bydivers before the foundation can be placed at the site.15
Monopole:
Steel Monopole:
Steel monopole foundations are the most commonlyand widelyknown foundation
that is currently in use. Most foundations consist of a steel pile with a diameter between 3.5
and 4.5 meters. This pile is driven between 10 and 20 meters into the seabed depending on
the type of soil theyare being installed into. The mono pole foundation effectivelyextends
the turbine tower underwater and into the seabed. One important fact to note about
monopole foundations is that no preparation of the seabed is needed. The onlydownside is
that heavypile driving machinerywill be necessaryfor the installation. These types of
foundations should also not be installed in areas with large amounts of boulders in the
seabed. In the case that boulders are encountered it is possible to drill down to them and use
explosives in order to clear a path through them. The type of seabed and ocean conditions
that the monopoles will be installed in can also affect the size of the monopole. These
conditions can range from pack ice to the size of the waves that the foundation will
                                                          
14 Velkommen [database online]. Denmark, 2009 [cited 06/10 2009]. Available from
http://www.windpower.org/en/tour/rd/gravitat.html
15 [Ibid 14] 
12 
 
 
encounter.Once these conditions are determined theycan help decide howthick the
foundation walls should be.16
Concrete Monopole:
Concrete has also begun to be used in the construction of monopole foundations.
The reasons for this include the fact that concrete monopoles are inexpensive to build
compared to steel monopoles and is much less vulnerable to price fluctuations than steel.
Concrete also currentlyhas an unlimited fabrication capacityalong with a wide range of
suppliers.17 A fewother advantages include that concrete monopoles have a reduced amount
of underwater noise during their installation and can be used in various types of soil
including area with boulders. Currently, designs for concrete monopoles include 3.6 and 5
MW wind turbines in waters of up to 30 meters.18 The dimensions of these foundations can
be seen belowin table 1:
Table 1: Dimensions of 3.6 and 5 MW concrete monopole foundations.19 
Concrete monopole foundations are fabricated using pre-cast reinforced concrete
ring elements. Upon completion of monopole foundations theyare then transported by
floating them to the offshore site. During the installation process floating monopoles are
upended using a Svanen crane and proven work methods. These foundations are then
positioned on the seabed using the Svanen’s guiding frame. Once the monopoles settle on
                                                          
16 Velkommen [database online]. Denmark, 2009 [cited 06/10 2009]. Available from
http://www.windpower.org/en/tour/rd/monopile.htm
17 [Ibid 16]
18 The prefabricated concrete drilled monopile. in Ballast Nedam Offshore [database online]. Denmark,
2009 [cited 06/16 2009]. Available from http://www.offshore-energy.nl/page_10352.asp.
19 [Ibid 18] 
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theocean seabed theywill sink in a couple meters due to their weight. From this point a
drilling machine is installed inside the monopole which consists of a steel cutting shoe to cut
through soil, creating an overcut. This overcut is filled with self hardening drill fluid. Once
drilling starts the monopole will be continuouslylowered until it reaches the appropriate
depth. At that point the drill is removed and the drilling fluid hardens. Some advantages to
using this method are that the drilling machine used during the installation process includes a
cutter head and is designed to drill through various types of soil layers.The diameter of the
cutting head is extendable and enables the machine to drill inside and under the monopole.20
This enables it to excavate in two dimensions and allows for boulders in front of the cutter
head to be destroyed. The installation of 128 foundations at the “Foundation Concepts
Kriegers Flak Wind Farm” allowed for an average price of €500,000 for a 3.6 MW turbine
and€400,000 for a5.0 MW turbine.21
Suction Caissons:
The suction caisson was discovered bythe company“Senpere and Aubergne” who
was using them for mooring anchors for large tankers off the coast of Denmark. With a
renewed interest in offshore wind technologythese foundations are being looked at very
closely. These foundations are commonlyused in shallower waters but have recentlystarted
being deployed in waters as deep as 1000 m bythe offshore oil and natural gas industries.22
This type of foundation has been described as an upside down bucket and is installed by
lowering the suction caisson down to the seabed where the weight of the caisson is used to
partiallysink it in. Once the caisson has settled into the seabed a pump is attached to the
                                                          
20 Velkommen [database online]. Denmark, 2009 [cited 06/10 2009]. Available from
http://www.windpower.org/en/tour/rd/monopile.htm
21 The prefabricated concrete drilled monopile. in Ballast Nedam Offshore [database online]. Denmark, 2009
[cited 06/16 2009]. Available from http://www.offshore-energy.nl/page_10352.asp.
22 Sukumaran, B. SuctionCaissonAnchors - A Better OptionFor Deep Water Applications. Glassboro, NewJersey:
Rowan University. Available from
http://users.rowan.edu/~sukumaran/personal/publications/swe1.pdf 
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head.As suction is applied the caisson will slowlypull itself deeper into the seabed. These
actions are shown belowin figure 2. These foundations can also be easilyremoved by
reattaching the pumps at the end of the foundations lifetime and applying pressure inside the
caisson.23 Suction caissons are currentlythought to be a better alternative to using driven
piles. The reason for this is the suction caissons durabilityand ease of manufacturing.
Suction caissons reduce the need for heavylift vessels allowing for reduced installation time
and procedure. Theyalso allowfor a more controlled process than when driving piles during
the installation process. The installation process allows for the anchors to be accurately
placed in specific spots for wind turbine foundations. One other advantage to suction
caissons is that theyprovide a greater resistance to vertical and lateral loads that driven piles
and anchors due to their larger diameters.24
Figure 2: Installation sequence of suction caissons.25 
Tripod:
The technologyfor tripod foundations is based off of that used in the oil and natural
gas industries. During the installation process the turbine tower attaches to a steel frame and
absorbs the forces being put on the tower and distrubutes them between three steel piles.
                                                          
23 Houlsby, GuyT., and Bryon W. Byrne. 2000. Suction Caisson Foundations for Offshore Wind Turbines and
Anemometer Masts. Wind Engineering24, no. 4:249. Available at http://www-
civil.eng.ox.ac.uk/people/gth/j/j52.pdf
24 Sukumaran, B. SuctionCaissonAnchors - A Better OptionFor Deep Water Applications. Glassboro, NewJersey:
Rowan University. Available from
http://users.rowan.edu/~sukumaran/personal/publications/swe1.pdf
25 [Ibid 24] 
15 
 
 
Thesesteel piles are driven 10-20 meters into the seabed depending on the soil conditions.
This type of foundation is mainlyonlyused in deeper waters and is not suitable for water
shallower than 5-6 meters. The reason for this is that service vessels at lowwater depths will
face problems on approaching the foundation due to the frame. One advantage other than
being able to be used at deeper water depths is that the tripod foundation requires that only
minimum site preparation is needed before installation. The onlyreal disadvantage to using
the tripod foundation is that the towers are anchored into the seabed with small steel piles.
These piles make it so that that tripid foundation is not suitable to areas with large amounts
of boulders in the seabed.26
Suction Piles:
Suction piles work along the same linse as suction caissons. Piles used in this type of
installation are large and typicallyaround 6 m in diamter and up to 30 m in length.Theyhave
steel walls between 20 mm and 30 mm and usuallyhave cross pieces for stiffening at the end
and across the lid.27
Once completed suction piles usuallyweigh between 60 and 100 tons. 28
One of the main advantages to using suction piles is that theycan be fabricated in
relativelysimple facilities and require a steel roller and welders. Depending on the situation
in which the suction piles will be used different shapes can be made. An example of this
would be making the piles into wedges in order to make for easier stacking on installation
vessels or the addition of stubbywinged cylinders on the sides which can be used to create
additional lateral resistance in the ground. Suction piles can be used as almost anydepth as
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acnhorsfor offshore wind farms. At installations of around 1000m currents have shown to
be minimal. This allows for suction piles to be lowered down and positioned through GPS.
Once the foundations reach the ocean floor the weight of the piles will usuallypush them
about 5 m into the seabed. A detachable pump and monitoring skid are mounted on top of
the pile in order to provide feedback and information on the installation process.29 Suction
piles can also be installed in clusters for more support. This can be seen belowin figure 3:
Figure 3: Suction pile cluster.30 
Deep Water Foundations and Designs:
Jacket:
Jacket foundations are commonlyknown as truss towers and are being explored as a
newtype of foundation for offshore wind. These towers, which are commonlyseen on land,
are shown belowin figures 4 and 5:
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Figure 4: Layout of a truss tower.31                     
     Figure 5: Jacket Foundation.32 
These towers have alreadystarted undergoing intesive modeling and testing and so far can
be installed in waters as deep as 60m. At this point natural frequencies, static stresses, and
buckling have been tested and the results were satisfactory. Along with passing preliminary
studies truss towers have also been shown to weigh half of what a monopile tower would.
This decrease in weight can also playa large role in the reduction of cost in transportation
and installation .33 One other advantage to the jacket foundation is that minimal to no seabed
preperation is needed.34
Mooring Line Stabilized:
Mooring line stabilized foundations are also known as “tension leg” stabilized
foundations and are currentlystill being researched. These foundations are verysimilar to
the ballast stabilzed foundations that are discussed below. The mooring line stabilized
turbines are fixed in place with tension leg platforms and suction gale anchors. These
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turbinesare somewhat lighter than ballast stabilized wind turbines which allows for more
motion of the tower. If the motions of the tower are not controlled theycan lead to
catostrophic impacts. Currentlythe mooring line stabilized foundation requires extremely
expensive and heavyfoundations in order to prevent motion.35
BouyancyStabilized:
 
Bouynacyturbines are one the lesser known foundations still being researched. This
type of foundation uses a stabilized barge on the surface of the ocean in order to support the
wind turbines. The barge itself is stabilized with cantenarymooring lines attached to anchors
on the seabed. This type of foundation has not found wide practical use yet due to its
susceptabilityto large waves and large motions due to waves. While some have tried to
design these foundations based after oil and natural gas technologies the gyroscopic motion
of the turbine side to side has made this difficult. In order for this design to work effectively
developers have signaled that newdesigns for the foundations, towers, and turbines need to
be found in order for them to work effectively.36
Ballast Stabilized:
Ballast stabilized foundations or spar bouys are one of the concept offshore
foundations currentlybeing researched. While this type of foundation is known to be very
stable it is also known for its high cost.37 In test being done in Europe a utititysized wind
turbine application can require
a ballast of up to 2,400 tons for stabilization. This large amount of ballast is used to create a
center of gravityat the bottom of the turbine which adds increased cost from other types of
foundations due to the heavymachinerythat will be required to work with it. While the
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ballastis what allows the wind turbine to stayupright and stable there are also two cantenary
mooring lines that are used in order to hold the turbine in a particular spot out at sea.38
Currently, there is a ballast stabilized concept being investigated bythe company
StatoiHydro. The foundation for this prototype will be using ballast belowthe center of the
buoyas discussed above to provide balance. From there catenarymooring lines are used in
order to keep the system in place. StatoiHydro is planning on using a 5 MW wind turbine
with a 123 m blade diameter and placing it in 81.5 m of water. This prototype is being tested
for water depths between 200 and 700 m and can be seen belowin figure 6:39
Figure 6: StatoiHydro Prototype  Ballast Stabilized Foundation.40 
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Prototype Foundations: 
Titan200:
The Titan 200 offshore wind foundation was developed byOffshore Wind Power
Systems of Texas. The foundation used for this design is a tripod foundation as seen below
in figure 7:
Figure 7: Titan 200 prototype wind turbine.41 
The Titan 200 offshore wind turbine foundation can be deployed in water up to 200 feet
deep. What makes these turbines so unique is the fact that theyare self installing and do not
require anyheavycranes or lifting. The platforms are assembled on land and from there they
are towed to their destination. Once theyare located above the site theyare to be installed at
the platforms legs are lowered to the sea floor. As the legs hit the seabed theyare ballasted
down. This causes them to continue to sink into the seabed until theyreach their proper
depth. The vessel holding the turbine then begins to raise the turbine above the water line
causing and air gap between the turbine and the water. This practice is used in the oil and
natural gas industryand has proven reliable. Installation problems for the Titan are also
easilytaken care of. The jack up design used for the titan allows for use in uneven bottoms,
different soil conditions, and obstructions belowthe surface. The titan legs can be rotated or
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repositionedon the same centerline and reinstalled if an obstruction if found belowthe
surface.42
Blue H Prototype:
The Blue H prototype was designed bythe Blue H Group and can be installed in waters
between 10 and 15 miles from shore in depths between 50m and 200m. This type of floating
foundation uses a tension leg platform and was adapted from the oil and natural gas
industries technology. The prototype, which is shown belowin figure 8, uses a two blade
rotor design.43
Figure 8: Blue H floating wind turbine.44 
SWAY Prototype:
The SWAY prototype is currentlybeing developed bythe SWAY Corporation. This
prototype is a cross between a ballast stabilized and a mooring line stabilized platform. This
prototype foundation is currentlybeing tested for a 5 MW wind turbine. This turbine is
expected to be installed in waters between 80 and 300m deep. The tower for the SWAY
turbine is set to extend 100 m underwater from the surface and will require a ballast of about
2,000 tons at the bottom in order to stabilize it. Attached to the bottom of the wind turbine
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isa single tension leg line that holds the turbine in the correct position.45 A picture of the
SWAY prototype can be seen belowin figure 9:
Figure 9: SWAY wind turbine prototype.46 
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Chapter 3: European Wind  A Review of Mistakes and Lessons Learned 
The fast paced growth of the European wind industryhas led to a number of
offshore wind farms being planned and completed in a short period of time between 1990
and the early2000’s. With the fast pace of development of these wind farms there were
problems and situations that occurred during their progress that could have been avoided
earlier on due to increased studying and planning. This section of the thesis will reviewa
case studyof eight different wind farms located throughout Europe and provide the lessons
learned and recommendations for future wind farm projects. Byanalyzing the mistakes and
lessons learned from European developers the U.S. wind will be able to save time and
moneyin the development of the United States coast. The wind farms analyzed in this
section are located in Belgium, Denmark, Germany, Great Britain and the Netherlands. The
wind farms being looked at will include:
• Egmond aan Zee - Netherlands
• Thornton Bank – Belgium
• Borkum West - Germany
• Butendiek – Privatelyowned but within GermanyEEZ
• Greater Gabbard - UK
• Horns Rev - Denmark
• Nysted - Denmark
• ScrobySands – UK47
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Figure 10: Location of wind farms being analyzed.48 
Egmond aan Zee: 
The offshore wind farm Egmond aan Zee, also known as OWEZ, was the first wind
farm to be built in the North Dutch Sea. The wind farm is owned and financed by
NoordzeeWind and was developed byBouwcombinatie Egmond. These companies were
brought together byShell Wind Energy, Nuon Renewable Energy, Ballast Nedam Infra, and
Vestas. The Egmond aan Zee wind farm was initiallystarted in 1997 when the Dutch
government decided that it needed to start a pilot Dutch offshore wind project. During that
time and up till 2002 the project had to go through a rigorous policyand government
approval process including an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the possible
location of the farm and provide a KeyPlanning Decision (KPD) procedure. In 2002,
NoordzeeWind was selected as the developer of the wind farm. Once this was done another
EIA was conducted in order to studythe spatial configuration of the wind farm.
Construction of OWEZ was scheduled to begin in March of 2006 with final completion of
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theproject bythe end of the year. As part of its contract NoordzeeWind is also required to
dismantle OWEZ after a period of 20 years.49
During its different phases of planning and construction OWEZ provided important
knowledge and lessons for the Netherlands. An important note to make is that OWEZ was a
pilot project and in that sense was meant to be used in order to provide information to
improve current policy, government, market, and public experience with the installation and
use of offshore wind. A studydone of OWEZ showed that government involvement in
selecting sites for offshore wind farms and defining leasing conditions was crucial. The
studyalso showed that it is within the interest of the government and developers to install
some degree of freedom and flexibility in the decision making processes. Due to changes
made later in the planning process with OWEZ developers were limited to 36 wind turbines
for the site when more could have been installed using the same site dimensions. It was also
noted that environmental conditions were not difficult to deal with during the project but
that future research should be applied to expand the current knowledge of environmental
consequences and the management of offshore wind farms. Overall, the case studyof the
Egmond aan Zee offshore wind farm showed that the Dutch are still in the earlystages of
developing their offshore wind resources and that government involvement can be very
helpful in the realization of an offshore wind farm.50
Thornton Bank: 
Thornton Bank wind farm was the first wind farm project to be built in Belgium.
The site selection and project proposal for this wind farm was done bya private company
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knownas C-Power. During the planning process the Thornton Bank wind farm was initially
proposed to be built close to the shoreline. 51 Due to environmental concerns the
government decided to move the wind farm father offshore to 27-30km from the Belgium
coast into an area theyhave specificallydesignated for the location of Belgium offshore wind
farms. At the site location the wind turbines were estimated to be built in water depths of 10
to 24 meters.52
With the increased distance to shore developers were worried about the economic
viabilityof building the wind farm. This caused the Belgium government to subsidize 30% of
the cost for grid connection and rendering guarantees for energysales prices.53
The construction of the Thornton wind farm was planned to take place over three
different phases. The first phase of the construction process was to act as a pilot project for
the wind farm and involved the installation of six wind turbines. Belgium officials planned
this phase in order to studythe environmental impact of installing the turbine foundations.
The second phase of the project involved the installation of 18 more turbines in 2009 for a
total of 24 wind turbines. The final stage in the Thornton Bank wind farm will involve 36
additional turbines for a total of 60 wind turbines and a generating capacityof up to 300
MW depending on whether 3.6 or 5 MW turbines are used.54
Overall, the Thornton Bank wind farm had three issues that affected its
development. Due to the government’s decision to move the wind farm so far offshore and
to complete a pilot project the developers were faced with increased cost for grid
connection. The third issue that affected the development of the Thornton Bank wind farm
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wasthe lack of knowledge on soil conditions at the project site. With the Belgium
governments decision to move the wind farm farther offshore developers were not able to
get up to date soil conditions before beginning construction. 55 This problem is explained to
have been caused mostlybylack of government experience and was rectified through
financial adjustments from the government. The major lesson learned from the construction
of this wind farm was that earlysite investigation at an earlystage and followup
investigations to obtain as much soil data as possible are veryimportant in the engineering
process.56
Borkum West: 
The Borkum West wind farm was the first offshore wind farm project undertaken by
Germany. The project was initiallystalled due to due to approval problems with the grid
connection sea cable and started official project planning in 1999. The Borkum West wind
farm site location was found byfollowing a set of main precautions:
• Keeping sufficient distance from both shipping traffic routes
• The location must not be a avifaunistic or other biological specificallyimportant area
• Located north of the 54th degree of latitude to avoid fishing conflicts
• Provide a large distance to the East Frisian Islands to avoid interference with
tourism.57
Once the site for the offshore wind farm had been chosen extensive site screening of
the avifaunistic and marine environment was undertaken. This studyincluded looking at
birds, fish, sea mammals, and other benthos in order to discover if construction and
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operationwould impact the site. The site investigation operated under the following
schedule:
• Basic assessment involving two consecutive years of investigation without
interruptions.
• Continuous monitoring will be conducting during the installation phase.
• Wind farm site is to be monitored for three to five years after operations
commence.58
During the planning process the Borkum West wind farm was to be built in two
different phases. The first phase was to be used as a pilot project with 12 wind turbines.
This phase was completed byOctober in 2006. The second phase of the Borkum West wind
farm is set to have an additional 196 wind turbines installed with the start of construction
starting sometime in 2008 and 2009 with a completion date of 2011 or 2012. The pilot phase
of the wind farm is set to produce 60 MW of electricityand a total of 1000 MW once the
second phase is completed. Due to the grid connection problems the time frame for the
construction and completion of the Borkum West wind park had to be moved back.59
From the beginning of the Borkum West offshore wind farm developers had been
planning on using 5 MW wind turbines. Due to the transfer of ownership of the farm three
different types of wind turbines ranging from five to six megawatts will be installed at the
farm. The type of foundations to be used at the site selected for the Borkum West wind farm
was also heavily investigated. Overall, during the planning process of the Borkum West
offshore wind farm seven different types of foundations were considered. These foundations
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weresubjected to simulations of static waves, high wind gust, and dynamic load conditions
in order to address fatigue effects over time.60 Figure 11 belowshows an example of the
foundations that were considered:
Figure 11: Foundations considered for the Borkum West offshore wind farm.61 
At the end of the test the tripod support structure foundation was found to be the most
economical for the site location. 62
Overall, the Borkum West offshore wind farm attempted to address areas of early
planning that were known for stalling development. Bydoing this the developers were able
to solve issues without too much delayin the process. An overlying problem that still needs
to be addressed is whether or not the wind farm is located too far offshore to be
economicallyviable or if it is the best economic solution for a pilot project.63
Butendiek: 
The Butendiek offshore wind farm is located in Germanyand is owned byprivate
parties in the region of Schleswig-Holstein. This wind farm has 80 Planned Vestas 3MW
wind turbines and a total generating capacityof 240 MW. The Butendiek wind farm was
separated into two different phases. The first phase included the proposal for the wind farm
to be subject to a project hearing in July2001. Once the project hearing was completed and
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approvedthe first phase of the project continued through the contracting of negotiations
and financing and ended in the second half of 2005. The start of phase marks the start of the
construction phase of the Butendiek offshore wind farm.64
Butendiek was initially invested in and started bynine private parties. These parties
preformed the pre-project planning for the development of the offshore wind farm. During
the planning process in order to increase public acceptance of the project the developers
held public hearings at various locations and times to address concerns.65 Initiallythe
Butendiek proposal was reviewed bythe appropriate public agencies and stakeholders and
was instructed to provide different investigations of the site. These investigations included
collision risk analysis and environmental impact assessments focusing on birds, fish,
common porpoises, and benthos. During the three year planning process of phase one all
the relevant investigations had been completed.66
Lessons Learned:
The Butendiek offshore wind farm brought to the attention of developers that there
is a poor ratio between project cost and reimbursement. Developers are still currently
looking for cheaper offshore foundations. Developers of this project also found that banks
are too demanding in covering the project risk. All project risks are covered byexpensive
guarantees and high interest rates. This problem can be addressed byimproving the financial
situation and strategies of banks in Germany. A third lesson learned from the construction
of the Butendiek offshore wind farm was that German project costs are higher than those in
other countries like Denmark and the UK. The reasons for these cost come from the long
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distancesof the wind farms from the coastline resulting in cables with lengths of up to
100km from the site.67
Greater Gabbard: 
The Greater Gabbard wind farm is located in the Outer Thames Estuaryof the UK.
This area has been identified bythe British government as one of the three strategic regions
for installing a second round of wind turbine farms. The wind farm is located about 23 km
off the Suffolk Coast in two areas known as the Inner Gabbard and the Galloper. Water
depths in this area range from 3.6m to 50m in depth. The Greater Gabbard wind farm is
planned to have up to 140 wind turbines with an installed capacityof 500 MW.68 This wind
farm will be connected byunderground cable to a newsubstation that is to be located in the
cityof Sizewell where it will be connected to existing 400 kV electrical lines. The turbines
that are to be used in the wind farm will varybetween 3 and 7 MW. Overall, the Greater
Gabbard wind farm is not expected to have turbines exceed a maximum tip height of 170m
above sea level. The nominal hub height is expected to be 105 m with a 130 m rotor
diameter. 69 The Greater Gabbard wind farm location can be seen belowin figure 12.
                                                          
67 Gerdes, Gerhard, Tiedemann, Albrecht, and Zeelenberg, drs S. Case Study: European Offshore Wind
Farms - A Surveyfor the Analysis of the Experiences and Lessons Learnt byDevelopers of Offshore Wind Farms.
Vol. Final. Pusing Offshore Wind EnergyRegions.
68 [Ibid 67]
69 [Ibid 67] 
32 
 
 

Figure 12: Location of Greater Gabbard offshore wind farm and shore connection cables to Sizewell.70 
The timeline for the Greater Gabbard had the wind farm begin construction onshore
in 2007 and to begin offshore production in 2008. Overall, the construction of the farm is
scheduled to be completed in 2009. The Greater Gabbard wind farm was a joint venture
project between the companies AirtricityLtd. and Fluor Ltd. In addition to the regular
planning stages of the project the developers also applied for several legislative safetyzones
around their wind turbines.71 These zones will prevent entryfor non project vessels from
approaching closer than 50m around each wind turbine and also prohibits trawling,
aggregate extraction, dredging, or anchoring of anyvessel within 500m.72
During the development of the Greater Gabbard wind farm developers went about
several different methods in order to choose an appropriate site and get the support of the
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mediaand local population on their side.73 During the site selection process the Greater
Gabbard location was chosen for several reasons. These were:
• Good wind resources
• Distance from shore reduces visual impacts
• Lowmaritime recreation usage
• No significant bird concentrations around the site
• Fewsites designated for nature conservation near the wind farm location
• Onshore electrical infrastructure was alreadyin place
• Candidate ports for construction and operation were located nearby
• Seabed properties for support structures were good
• No known marine affects
• Little amounts of fishing in the location
• No Ministryof Defense or Civil Aviation objections.74
In October 2005, the Greater Gabbard Offshore Ltd. published their environmental
impact assessment.75 The environmental impact assessment was verythorough and covered
each phase of the construction process from the first phases of construction all the wayto
the operations and decommissioning of the wind farm. Along with conducting the
environmental impact assessment the Greater Gabbard developers also provided a
commercial navigation and risk assessment. This assessment conducted a navigation survey
in order to account for measured shipping activity in the region. In order to account for
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somenavigational hazards with ships the developers revised the site boundaries in order to
reduce chances of collision, drifting, grounding, construction, and access.76
One question that did arise during the planning process of the Greater Gabbard
wind park was the type of foundations that would be used to support the wind turbines. The
environmental statement that was presented gave the developers three different options to
choose from which included the driven steel monopile, driven steel multi-pile, and a
concrete gravitybase. For each of the foundations that could be used for this wind park the
developers were able to derive the amount of time it would take for each foundation
installation. The monopole foundations were found to take an estimated 4 and 6 hours for
the installation of each pile. The multi pile foundations with three piles were estimated to
take between 2-3 hours per pile. The gravityfoundations were found to require a crane barge
that would be used for the installation. Before the installation of the gravityfoundations the
seabed will need to have the top layer removed until a layer of undisturbed soil is found.
This usuallyamounts to around 2 m of seabed being removed. The gravityfoundations that
could potentiallybe used for this wind park will have a width at the base of 36 m and a
concrete mass of 4600 tons. Along with the concrete weight there will also be 11,500 tons of
sand and stones that will also be used to ballast the foundation. Regardless of which turbine
foundation that is used all turbines must be spaced apart byat least 650 m for energy
reasons.77 During the installation the transformer platforms and the wind turbines maybe
moved in order to account for differing electrical connection designs that are used for the
wind park.78
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GridConnection:
The grid connection for the Greater Gabbard wind farm to Sizewell was selected due
to its spare electrical capacity in the existing network and distance to the wind farm site. For
the transmission of the electricityfrom the wind farm, the Greater Gabbard will use up to
four offshore transmission platforms to collect the cables.79 The electricitywill be
transformed up to 132kV for transmission to shore through up to four export cables.
Overall, the cables leading to shore will extend 42km and will be buried between 1-1.5m
underground.80
Lessons Learned:
The Greater Gabbard wind farm was developed in a manner in which the company
targeted stakeholders and worked on getting a veryhigh public acceptance. Along with a
successful marketing strategythe Greater Gabbard Winds Ltd also had a proven track record
in building wind farms including the ArklowBank Wind Farm in the Irish Sea. The company
was also able to capitalize on the need to reduce emissions of greenhouse and acid rain gases
and therefore push for the need to move toward a more sustainable future. Byadvertising in
this manner Greater Gabbard Wind Ltd was able to capitalize on the fact that the economy
of east England would benefit from the installation of the farm. The joint venture company
was also able to reduce the arguments on the visual impact of the farm byinstalling the wind
farm 23km offshore.81 Adding on to this the location of the wind farm has lowmaritime
recreation usage and does not interfere with anymajor bird concentrations or migrations.82
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Horns Rev: 
 The Horns Rev wind farm was the first wind farm built in the North Sea by
Denmark. The site for this wind farm was originallychosen as an option in the Danish
Offshore Action Plan. . The farm is located on the Danish west coast near the harbor of
Esbjerg and was developed bytwo different companies. The first company, Elsam, was in
charge of operating the wind farm, building the foundations, and laying internal cabling. The
second company, Eltra, was in charge of the offshore transformer substation, sub marine
cable laying to land, and onshore cable connection to the transmission grid.83 The Horns Rev
wind farm is spread out over 20 km2 and is located in water depths between 6 and 14 m. The
wind farm is located exactly14km from the west coast of Denmark and has its turbines
arranged in ten rows of eight turbines.84 The location of Horns Rev compared to the coast
can be seen belowin figure 13.
Figure 13: Location of the Horns Rev wind farm near the harbor of Esbjerg.85 
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 The Horns Rev wind farm began being planned out around 1998 and was completed
in mid 2003. Originallythe wind farm was scheduled to be completed in 2002 but was
pushed back due to problems after the installation. During the planning phase of the project
the developers wanted to install 80 turbines over a six stage period with the last phase
installing ten turbines. From the beginning of the planning stages Elsam designed strict
strategies with dealing with the media, internal communications, and conflict management.
Setting down these strict rules allowed Elsam to successfullymanage these portions of the
project.86
Due to the close proximityto shore the Horns Rev wind farm was able to easily
connect to major electrical grids through short distance underwater high voltage lines.
Because of Eltras joint cooperation on the project with Elsam, Eltra was obligated to build
and own the offshore connection cable to the onshore electrical grid.87 With onlya short
distance to the shore the companies chose to use a high voltage alternating current system.
This system is directlyconnected to the onshore electrical grid at 150kV. In order to reach
this high voltage the mid level voltage of the farm is transformed bya transformer station
located at sea near the wind farm.88
Installation:
During the installation phase of building the Horns Rev wind farm the companies
Elsam and Eltra decided that theywould perform some of the installation work themselves
and also contract some of the work out to other companies. From this point different
vessels were hired for the pile driving process, substation erection, and wind turbine
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erection.89For the task of driving in the monopoles a jack up platform was used from Ballast
Nedam with a heavydutyram.90 The jack up platform that was used can be seen belowin
figure 14.
Figure 14: Jack up platform from Ballast Nedam that was used to drive in the monopoles for the 
Horns Rev wind farm.91 
For the installation of the substation a “Asian Hercules” crane was used to in order to lift
the substation into place onto the piles that were driven in order to support it.92 This can be
seen belowin figure 15:
Figure 15: Substation of Horns Rev being installed with an Asian Hercules  crane.93 
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Asthe monopole foundations and transition pieces were installed the wind turbines
themselves were able to be attached. For the installation of the wind turbines the vessel
“Ocean Hanne” was used to transport the turbines from the harbor and install them on top
of the transition pieces. This part of the project was completed without anyproblems.94 The
crane vessel used for this part of the process can be seen belowin figure 16:
Figure 16: The crane vessel Ocean Hanne  which was used for the transportation and installation of 
the wind turbines.95  
Lessons Learned:
During the development and construction of the Horns Rev wind farm there were
manylessons learned that could be passed on to future developers. During the initial
development of the site the tourism industryat first wanted the wind farm to be moved
further offshore.96 Their arguments were presented to the Danish EnergyAgencywhich
decided that the arguments were not valid. With this decision the tourism industrydecided
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tolook at the wind farm from a positive aspect and have nowbuilt the farm into future
tourism strategies and have received no complaints to date.97
A large problem that was encountered during the Horns Rev project was the use of
prototype turbines. During the initial installation process improvements were forced to be
made during later stages of the installations and also after completion of the wind farm. The
main lesson learned from this was that the assemblyand final checks of the wind turbines
should be completed onshore before installation. This is due to the fact that the qualityof
the assemblyis better and costs for fixing anyproblems are far less when fixing them
onshore.98
During the installation and operation of Horns Rev developers also overlooked the
harbor logistics of preparing and launching the wind turbines to be moved to their
installation sites. Although the Horns Rev developers were able to keep their time table it
was much more expensive for them to fix problems offshore than to delaythe project and
fix them onshore.99
Nysted: 
The Nysted Offshore Wind Farm was included under the Danish EnergyAuthority
and was constructed south of the coast of Lolland, Denmark in the Baltic Sea with the
nearest town being Nysted. This wind farm was planned out alongside the Horns Rev wind
farm that was constructed byDenmark in the North Sea. Upon reaching an agreement the
Nysted Offshore Wind Farm was developed bytwo major Danish offshore wind companies
named Elsam and ENRGIE E2 which used to be known as Elkraft. The Nysted wind farm
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wasinstalled with a total of 72 wind turbines each operating at 2.3 MW giving the wind farm
a maximum generating capacityof 165.6 MW.100 These turbines were installed over a 24 km2
areaand are located 9 km from the shore in water depths ranging from 6-9.5m deep.101
The planning, approval, and communication process for the Nysted Offshore Wind
Farm was handled byENERGIE E2 and divided up between two teams. ENERGIE E2
was in charge of the wind farm itself while SEAS Transmission was responsible for the
transformer station at sea and the cabling from the substation to Lolland onshore.
ENERGIE E2 also contracted out work for the design and constructing of 73 wind turbine
foundations to the companyPer Aarsleff A/S. The foundations chosen for this project were
concrete gravityfoundations. 72 of these foundations were used as supports for the wind
turbines and the last one was used in order to support the transformer station. Due to the
size of the project Per Aarsleff A/S worked in a joint venture with Ballast Nedam in order to
deliver the foundations.102
One veryimportant lesson learned from past wind farm development bythese
companies was media exposure. ENERGIE E2 published information regarding the Nysted
Offshore Wind Farm in local newspapers, opened a visitor center, and created a website
with information relating to the project and its effects on the following103:
• Background on offshore wind turbines and technical data relating to the Nysted
wind farm
• Environmental data relating to the construction, operation, and decommissioning of
the wind farm
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• Sailingdirections and maps
• Links
• Tours of the farm
• And press photos and reports104
While this project had extensive testing done in order to select the types of turbines
and blades to be installed at the Nysted Offshore Wind Farm this part of the summarywill
focus on the selection of the foundations. During the selection process the developer had to
take into account multiple conditions and loads that would affect the site of the Nysted wind
farm. The wind turbine foundations for this site were determined bythe following
conditions:
• Turbine size
• Soil conditions
• Water depth
• Wave heights
• Formation of ice105
Due to the high concentrations of boulders located in the seabed at the Nysted wind farm
site the use of monopoles was ruled out. Overall, the developers chose to use gravity
foundations for the installation of the turbines. The reason for using gravityfoundations was
that the seabed located at the Nysted wind farm is mostlycomposed of stiff moraine clay.106
This clayis suitable for gravityfoundations because it has a high weight bearing capacity.
The foundation sites varied from -7.5m to -12.5 meters down. These sites were prepared
                                                          
104 Gerdes, Gerhard, Tiedemann, Albrecht, and Zeelenberg, drs S. Case Study: European Offshore Wind
Farms - A Surveyfor the Analysis of the Experiences and Lessons Learnt byDevelopers of Offshore Wind Farms.
Vol. Final. Pusing Offshore Wind EnergyRegions.
105 [Ibid 103]
106 [Ibid 105] 
43 
 
 
witha hydraulic excavator which dredged mostlybelowthe sea bottom of around 2m. In
order to raise the foundations and provide more support each location was raised bythe
construction of a compacted stone bed.107
Due to the transportation and installation procedures of the Nysted wind farm site
the concrete gravityfoundations were required to be minimized. This was done bydesigning
the gravityfoundation in a hexagonal base structure allowing for six open cells along with a
shaft and an ice cone at the top of it. This newdesign provided the foundations with a base
dimension of 15m and a height of around 16.25m. The weight of these gravityfoundations
amounted to around a total of 1,300 tons. These concrete foundations were transported to
the Nysted wind farm on barges where theywere moved and installed byusing an EIDE V
crane barge.108 This barge can be seen belowin figure 17:
Figure 17: Crane barge EIDE V used for the installation and construction of the foundations and 
turbines for the Nysted wind farm.109 
Once the concrete gravityfoundations were put in place the six cells are then filled with
heavymaterial to raise the foundation weight byan additional 500 tons. The added weight
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wasnecessaryto provide stabilityagainst the turbine sliding and turning over.110 A diagram
of the site preparation and the foundations used can be seen belowin figure 18:
Figure 18: Diagram of site preparation and foundation of concrete gravity foundations used at Nysted 
wind farm.111 
The concrete foundations for the Nysted wind farm were fabricated in Swinoujscie,
Poland and transported bybarges to the Nysted site. As mentioned above, upon arriving at
the site these gravityfoundations were then lowered onto pre-fabricated stone beddings.
This can be seen belowin figure 19. This figure shows the production site used for the
creation of the gravityfoundations in Poland.112
Figure 19: Diagram of fabrication and construction plant for concrete gravity foundations in 
Swinoujscie, Poland.113 
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Duringthe installation of these foundations four were loaded per barge and transported to
the Nysted wind farm site.114 Upon arriving the barge was then tied to a pre-placed anchors
for the offloading of the foundations. Once the foundations were in place and ballasted
down the turbines and blades were then erected and attached to them. During this
installation process the developers were able to transport and install 72 turbines in 80 days
allowing for the work to be completed one month ahead of schedule.115
Lessons Learned:
One of the main successes of the Nysted wind farm project was due to the fact that
the developer had full access to the contractors design process and qualitycontrol. This
allowed the developer to form a good relationship with the manufacturer from design and
pre-installation through the commissioning process.116
Scroby Sands: 
The last wind farm that will be discussed in this section is the ScrobySands wind
farm based in the United Kingdom. This wind farm is operated and owned byE.ON UK
Renewables Offshore Wind Ltd. This wind farm was completed in 2004 and is located 2.5
km offshore of the Great Yarmouth on the east coast of Anglia. The farm is composed of
30 turbines which have a generating capacityof 60 MW. These turbines were installed in
water depths between 5 and 10m deep.117
The foundations for this site were easilychosen due to the location and water
depths. Gravityfoundations were ruled out from the start of this project due to the fact that
theywere found to not be suitable to the ScrobySands site location. In place of the concrete
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gravityfoundations E.ON installed monopoles. The monopole foundation wall thickness
and penetration depth was determined byusing dynamic analyses.118 These test included
vibration behavior of the monopole along with loads put on them bywinds and waves. The
monopoles were designed to resist peak storm and fatigue loads for their operational
lifetime. These foundations also had an integrated boat landing and access platform. During
the installation process the turbines were pre-fitted with welded flanges and the top of them
in order to connect the turbine. The monopoles were installed byhaving a hammer anvil
placed on their heads and piled into the ground. For the installation of one foundation about
24 hours was needed.119
The ScrobySands wind farm is also located on an enormous sand bank. This bank
slowlychanges over time as the currents move through the area. Due to this the developers
decided to put in scour protection. This protection is used in order to keep the sand bed
from shifting too much and exposing power cables and other lines. This protection
consisted of stone which was unloaded from a barge.120
Lessons Learned:
The ScrobySands wind farm was the first wind farm built in UK waters and was
considered a successful project. Understandablythe main obstacles that forced some delays
in the project were the lack of experience and underestimations of the time required to plan
and implement the project. The developers also learned important information concerning
workers in the manufacturing and construction field. While jobs were initiallycreated in
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thesefields developers found that once the site was completed the marketplace for those
jobs and similar ones were either verysmall or not available.121
The developers also learned some lessons from the monopole installations. During
the construction of this wind farm the developers had two different companies produce
wind piles for the wind farm. The reason for this was to allowfor lead time for the piles to
be installed and for improved design changes. While installing the monopoles the developers
also had to rent two different boats in order to perform the installation of the foundations.
The reason for this was that one of the boats could not operate at lowenough water levels
for it to install some of the turbines.122
Overall Lessons Learned: 
After brieflyreviewing the eight wind parks listed earlier in this chapter the main
lesson learned for future developers is in logistics and planning. It is essential that a wind
farm should be thoroughlyplanned out before anything else is done. Bydoing this
developers can find out what will be the most difficult parts of the installation and planning
and make sure those sections get the attention that is necessaryfor an easyinstallation. One
of the areas that needs increased planning is that of turbine testing and transportation. It is
important that at least one turbine is fullyerected and tested onshore. This is extremely
important due to the fact that it will allowthe developers and manufactures to catch any
mistakes made in the design process as well as allowfor changes in the design to be made.
Bydoing this the developers can minimize the amount of offshore work that needs to be
done. Developers should also attempt to complete as much assemblyof the turbines
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onshoreas well. This will reduce cost overall and will make maintenance and changes easier
to implement.123
Developers also need to make sure that the logistics of transporting the foundations
and turbines to the harbor being used for the installation process is well planned out. Many
developers in the past have had to deal with serious mistakes in this process which has cost
their companies millions of dollars. The harbors being used for the launching point of the
foundations should also meet size requirements.124 Developers have found in the past that
harbors with not enough leased space have slowed down the installation process. An
increase in size will allowinstallers time to pre-assemble turbines and will reduce cost over
time. Developers should also be aware that harbors used for wind turbine assemblygive
priorityto long term marine traffic. Adding in extra time for bad weather and other harbor
traffic can be crucial in the preparation of installing offshore turbines. While developers have
had difficulties in transporting and moving foundations to their locations theyhave not had
anyproblems in testing and choosing which foundation would be best used for different
sites.125
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Chapter 4: U.S. Coast Wind Farm Development and Federal Regulations 
 Withthe United States having access to four different coastlines it has a veryunique
opportunitywhen it comes to the development of offshore wind power. These waters
include the Great Lakes, Pacific Ocean, Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic coastlines. With so
manyStates having access to water, this gives the U.S. a distinct advantage over other
countries when it comes to investing in offshore wind. Due to the nature of this thesis, this
chapter will be focusing on the Atlantic coastline States and their current developments
along with Federal guidelines that are being used to govern the development of these
offshore wind farms.
Atlantic Coast Wind Farms: 
Massachusetts  Cape Wind
The Cape Wind offshore wind farm is the first proposed wind farm to be built in the
United States. This wind farm is being developed bythe companyCape Wind Associates and
EnergyManagement Inc (EMI). The Cape Wind farm is currentlybeing designed to have
130 wind turbines installed with a total generating capacityof 420 megawatts of clean energy.
With this energyCape Wind will be able to supplyup to three quarters of the Cape and
Islands electricityneeds.126
Cape Wind Associates first applied for a permit with the U.S. ArmyCorps of
Engineers in 2001. Soon after this time the ArmyCorps released a draft of the
Environmental Impact Statement for the project. This draft was found to have deficiencies
and problems bylocal communities and federal agencies causing the project to be slightly
slowed down. During this reviewprocess the 2005 EnergyBill was passed. This energybill
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regulatedauthorityfor offshore projects from the ArmyCorps to the Minerals Management
Service (MMS) which is a part of the Department of Interior. Originallythe Cape Wind
project was expected to obtain quick approval from the ArmyCorps to begin construction
of the wind park. With the change in regulatoryauthorityto the MMS the Cape Wind
project was delayed. In 2007, the MMS released their Environmental Impact Statement draft
to the public which was followed up bya 60 daycomment and public hearing period. The
final Environmental Impact Statement was released bythe MMS on January16, 2009.
Financing for the Cape Wind project was set to be secured after leases for the project were
obtained after March 21, 2009. Once construction of the Cape Wind Farm is started it is
estimated to take 18 months to build with a completion date of sometime in 2010.127
Location:
The proposed site for this farm is located at Horseshoe Shoal which is located in
Nantucket Sound, MA. and will be located three miles from the closest shore. Overall, the
Cape Wind project will be the farther awayfrom the nearest home than anyother electricity
generation facility in Massachusetts128. A map of the Cape Wind project can be seen belowin
figure 20:
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Figure 20: Map of the Cape Wind Project.129 
Cape Wind Details:
The Cape Wind Farm is expected to have its turbines placed in a grid like pattern of
parallel rows. In each of these rows the wind turbines will be placed 0.3 nautical miles apart
with rows being placed 0.54 nautical miles apart. Each of the towers used for this wind park
will extend from the water up to the center of the blades or hub height of 258 feet. The
blades that will be attached to these turbines will have their lowest tip height at 75 feet above
the water and their highest tip height at 440 feet above the water. In order to support these
structures the foundations for the Cape Wind Farm will be monopoles. These monopoles
will be 16 feet in diameter at their base and will be driven to 80 feet into the sandyseabed. 130
Rhode Island  DeepWater Wind  
Rhode Island is in the process of developing an offshore wind park for clean energy
generation. The developer, DeepWater Wind, is based out of NewJerseyand is working
with the State of Rhode Island to make this possible. Deepwater Wind has said that theyare
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hopingto provide 1.3 million megawatt hours of electricityper year which will cover about
15% of Rhode Island’s electricityuse. This project is expected to be built in 2 phases and
expected to cost around $1.5 billion. During the first phase of the construction around 20
megawatts worth of generation capacitywill be installed in Rhode Island State beginning
later in 2010 with an expected operation date of around late June 2012. The second phase of
the construction process will involve Deepwater Wind installing the rest of the planned wind
turbines in offshore federal waters bringing the total generation capacityof the Rhode Island
wind park to 1.3 million megawatt hours. In order to help convince Rhode Island on the
deal Deepwater Wind also has pledged to establish one of their regional offices in Rhode
Island and build a manufacturing facility in Quonset that would create up to 800 jobs with
annual wages of around $60 million. Deepwater Wind will use the Quonset facilityto
produce the support foundations upon which the turbines and towers will be based.131
Deepwater Wind has announced that theywill be using Jacket foundations like those in the
oil industryfor its wind turbine foundations.132
New Jersey  DeepWater Wind 
NewJerseyis hoping to become the first State in the U.S. to host deepwater offshore wind
turbines. This project is part of an energyinitiative byGarden State Offshore Energyto
build a 350 megawatt wind farm 16 miles off the coast of NewJersey. The state is also
hoping to expand with other wind parks after this project with a final generation capacityof
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upto 3,000 megawatts or enough to cover 13% of NewJersey’s total electricityneeds.133 An
example of what these turbines will look like at a distance can be seen belowin figure 21:
Figure 21: View of offshore wind turbines from shore at multiple distances.134 
The NewJerseyproject was in part prompted bythe change in federal legislations
that allowed developers greater access to lands offshore. In the past wind developers were
onlylimited to building in state waters which extend 3.5 miles offshore. With the new
legislation wind developers can nowexpand out into federal waters which extend to around
230 miles out and onto the outer continental shelf.Currently, the Minerals Management
Service is the federal agencywith jurisdiction over the use of federal offshore lands. The
agencyhas said that it plans to lease plots of the shelf to developers of wind farms and other
renewable technologies. 135
The wind farm being developed byGarden State Offshore Energyis expected to be
built about 20 miles offshore with its closest turbine being around 16.2 statute miles from
the Avalon coast. For this wind park Garden State Offshore Energywill also be partnering
with the developer Deepwater Wind. Deepwater has alreadyannounced that it will be using
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thejacket or latticework foundation for the wind park instead of the traditional monopole
foundation.136
Delaware  Blue Water 
Delaware is working on installing an offshore wind park off the coast of Rehoboth
Beach. This offshore wind park is being developed byDelmarva Power and Bluewater Wind.
These companies are hoping to provide 16% of their power from this offshore wind farm.
The farm will be home to about 150 wind turbines and is estimated to cost upwards of $1.6
billion. Delmarva Power has estimated that enough electricitywill be produced to light
around 50,000 homes a year for the entire duration of its contract with power generation
starting around 2012. The turbines to be installed for Delaware’s wind farm should sit on a
foundation about 250 feet above the waterline. The ocean is estimated to be around 75 feet
deep with the foundation poles sinking 90 feet into the seafloor. These turbines will also be
designed in order to withstand hurricane force winds. The blades mounted on each of the
rotors will be about 150 feet long. Developers have created visual representations to show
local and state officials what the wind farm will look like from shore.137 One of these images
can be seen belowin figure 22:
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Figure 22: View of offshore wind turbines from shore at multiple distances.138 
Bluewater wind overviewof Delaware:
Delaware has been interested in offshore wind energygeneration for a long time.
RecentlyState legislators passed energylegislations that require Delmarva Power to supply
steadystable priced electricityto its consumers and to provide 20% of its total energyfrom
alternative energysources by2019. With the passage of this legislation Delmarva Power
negotiated a Power Purchase Agreement with Bluewater Wind. Bluewater is proposing to
install a wind farm with a total generating capacityof around 450 megawatts of electricity.
This wind farm is to be located 11.5 nautical miles from shore. At this distance the turbines
should appear as faint lines on the horizon. Overall, the wind farm is expected to produce
enough electricityfor 110,000 Delaware households. Bluewater Wind is currently in the
process of planning, verification, permitting, and construction which take around two years
to complete.139
Federal Regulation of Water and the OCS:  
In order to develop the water along the Atlantic coast and the OCS for offshore
wind, wind developers must adhere to federal regulations and guidelines concerning the
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leasingand use of these areas. The OCS surrounding the U.S. is managed bythe United
States MMS. The Federal government administers the submerged lands subsoil, and seabed,
lying between the seaward extent of the United States jurisdiction and the seaward extent of
Federal jurisdiction.140
Federal Jurisdiction:
Federal jurisdiction of waters off the coast of the United States is defined under
accepted principles of international law. The seaward limit is defined bythe MMS as the
farthest of 200 nautical miles seaward based from which the breadth of the territorial seas is
measured or if the continental shelf can be shown to exceed 200 nautical miles. This should
be a distance not greater than a line 100 nautical from the 2500 meter isobath or a line 350
nautical miles from the baseline.141
Federal Offshore Lands:
Federal offshore lands are managed bythe Submerged Lands Act (SLA) of 1953.
This Act granted individual States rights to the natural resources of submerged lands from
the coastline to no more than 3 nautical miles or 5.6 km into the Atlantic, Pacific, the Arctic
Oceans, and the Gulf of Mexico. The onlyexceptions to this Act are Texas and the west
coast of Florida. These two States have had their State jurisdiction extended from the
coastline to no more than 3 marine leagues or 16.2 km into the Gulf of Mexico.142
The Submerged Land Act also continued the Federal claims to the lands of the OCS.
These lands consist of the area that is located seaward of the State’s jurisdiction. Eventually
the SLA of 1953 led to the creation of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (OCSLA) of
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1953.143The OCSLA and the later amendments added to it have outlined the Federal
government’s responsibilityover the lands of the OCS and have authorized the Secretaryof
the Interior to lease those lands for mineral development.144
During his administration, President Ronald Reagan set up the U.S. Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ). This zone consists of those adjoining territorial sea of the United
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands, and the U.S. overseas territories and possessions. The EEZ extends up to 200
nautical miles from the coastline. Of the area available to the U.S. in the EEZ about 15% of
it is located on the geologic continental shelf and is shallower than 200m. From there
another 10 to 15% lies on the continental slope and rise with depths between 200 and
2,000m. The remaining 70-75% of the EEZ is located in the abyssal plain where water
depths reach 3,000 to 5,000m.145
Leasing of Federal Lands: 
Once legislation and laws were set in order to regulate the use of the OCS the MMS
began with the development of the OCS through the leasing of the lands to developers. So
far this has provided the U.S. with a major source of natural gas and crude oil along with the
production of salt and sulfur.146
5 year OCS Leasing Program: 
The 5 year OCS leasing program was set up bythe MMS in order to schedule out the
sale of oil and gas leases. These schedules include the size, timing, and location of the
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proposedleasing activityto the Secretarywho will decide what leasing projects will provide
the best national energyneeds for the nation during those 5 years.147
These leasing programs are regulated bythe MMS and in principles from the OCSLA and
are outlined in it in Section 18148:
• Management of the OCS shall be conducted in a manner that considers economic,
social, and environmental value for the renewable and nonrenewable resources
contained on the OCS.
• Timing and location of exploration, development, and production of oil and gas shall
be based on a consideration of:
o Existing information, equitable sharing of developmental benefits, location
of the region with respect to energymarkets and resources, interest of
potential oil and gas producers, lawand policies of affected states,
environmental sensitivity, and relevant environmental and predictive
information of the OCS
• The Secretaryshall select timing and location of leasing, to the maximum extent
possible in order to determine the potential for environmental damage and adverse
impacts on the coastal zone.
• Leasing activities shall be conducted to assure receipt of fair market value for lands
leased and the rights conveyed to the Federal government.149
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Steps in the OCS Leasing Process:
Figure 23: OCS 5 year leasing process and planning for specific sale processes.150 
Current News: 
OCS Renewable EnergyFramework:
Recently, the Minerals Management Service released a newdocument titled OCS
Renewable EnergyProgramFramework on April 22, 2009. This document outlines howthe MMS
will coordinate and consult with relevant Federal Agencies, with the Governor of anystate,
and the executive and local government that maybe affected bya renewable energylease. It
also encourages companies that wish to pursue renewable energyactivities on the OCS to
conduct preliminaryfindings and outreach as earlyas possible in the process. Throughout
the process this document also takes note that the MMS will adjust and applyits mitigation
techniques on a case bycase basis in order to mitigate damage to the environment.151
Types of Lease
The OCS Renewable EnergyFramework outlines two different types of leases that
will be issued. The first type of lease is a commercial lease which authorizes full build-out
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andcommercial production of energyover a period of 25 years.152 The second type of lease
that will be issued is a limiting lease that authorizes data collection and technologytesting
activities over the period of 5 years. While looking at the two types of leases that will be
issued above, the MMS also outlined howone might applythrough the competitive leasing
process and the non-competitive process.153
When following the competitive leasing process the subsequent steps must be completed:
• Issuance of the call for information. This step seeks to collect information from all
parties that are interested or affected bythe potential lease for sale.
• Publication of the area identification. The specific area that is being considered for
leasing and anyalternatives to the site should be documented and analyzed for
mitigation measures and issues to be analyzed and considered for leasing.
• Preparation of necessaryenvironmental compliance documentation. (NEPA,
CZMA, ESA)
• Publication of the proposed sale notice requesting comments on the proposed
bidding systems, fiscal terms, lease terms and conditions, mitigation, and award
criteria.
• Publication of the final notice of sale.
• Conduct of lease auction and evaluation of bids
• Issuance of leases154
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Whenfollowing the noncompetitive leasing the process the subsequent steps must be
completed:
• MMS receives proposal for OCS renewable energyproject.
• Publication of notice describing proposal and requesting information to use in
determining whether competitive interest exist.155
• If no competitive interest exists then the MMS can proceed to issue a
noncompetitive lease. However, if a competitive interest does exist then the MMS
will proceed with the lease sale process of a competitive lease.
• Applicant submission of SAP
• MMS reviewof lease and SAP together and preparation of necessaryenvironmental
compliance documentation. (NEPA, CZMA, ESA)
• MMS determination of lease terms and conditions in consideration of
environmental, socioeconomic, and market factors.
• Issuance of leases156
Required Plans:
Before a developer can move ahead with commercial development of the lease(s) they
have procured theymust decide on one of two required plans for development. The first
plan is called a Site Assessment Plan or SAP. The second type of plan available is the
Construction and Operation Plan or COP. The Site Assessment Plan describes the site
assessment phase. This phase in the process is for the installation and collection of
meteorological or marine data collection facilities in order to assess the renewable energy
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resourcesavailable in an area. 157 The Construction and Operation Plan describes the
construction and operation phases of development. The COP also describes the general
plans for decommissioning facilities after termination of the lease. It is important to know
that during this process if sufficient information to support environmental and technical
reviewis available the developer maysubmit one plan in order to cover both processes.158
It should also be noted that for activities on limited leases that a General Activities
Plan (GAP) will be required. A GAP is required for technologytesting and resource
assessment activities. These plans are also required to describe activities on a renewable
energyright of wayor right of use and easement which will be covered later in the brief.159
Design, Fabrication, and Installation Requirements:
In this section of the Renewable EnergyFramework that was released bythe MMS
theydiscuss the requirements of the lessees to submit reports describing the renewable
energy’s project’s final design, fabrication, and installation of facilities once all of the
appropriate forms have been completed. The MMS explains in this section that the Facility
Design Report contains detailed descriptions of the proposed facilityor facilities and
location on the outer continental shelf. The Fabrication and Installation Reports should
describe the plans and schedule for both the facility’s fabrication and installation process.
These reports should also include detailed environmental and engineering information. The
MMS mayalso require a third partyverification process that can include certification bya
certified verification agent (CVA) to verifyand certifythat the projects are designed,
fabricated, and installed in conformance with accepted standards and practices.160
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SafetyManagement, Inspections, and FacilityAssessment:
The MMS framework also includes the requirements to prevent or minimize the
likelihood of harm or damage to the marine and coastal environments and to promote safe
operations, including their physical, atmospheric, and biological components.161
Bonuses, Rentals, Royalties, and Other Fees to Ensure Fair Return:
In this section of the Renewable EnergyFramework that was outlined bythe MMS
the document explains Commercial and Limited leases. Commercial leases when under a
competitive issuance have a minimum bid level that is set at the sale notice. For non-
competitive issuance a commercial lease must have a $0.25 per acre acquisition fee. Lastlyall
commercial leases have a $3.00 per acre annual rental until commencement of production
and $5.00 per acre annual rental for project easement. There is also an operation fee based
on the installed capacity. This fee is based on the following criteria162:
• Fee = Installed capacity* hours per year * capacityfactor * power price * fee rate
For limited leases the MMS does not require as much work. The limited leases, if
issued, under a competitive lease have a bonus bid minimum bid level that is set at the bid
notice. If issued under a noncompetitive lease then the lessees must paya $0.25 per acre
acquisition fee. Overall, all limited leases have a $3.00 per acre annual rental and a $5.00 per
acre annual rental project easement.163
This section of the renewable framework also covers the financial assurance that is
required bythe Federal government. This is done in order to minimize the risk of loss of
Federal Government moneyif lessees default in fulfilling their obligations under the rule and
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otherapplicable laws or regulations. Along with financial assurance issues this section also
deals with revenue sharing with states and the decommissioning obligations and
requirements bythe lessees. For the revenue sharing with states the EP Act requires the
Federal Government to share 27% of its revenues received from anyproject that is wholly
or partiallywithin the area extending 3 nautical miles seaward of the state’s submerged lands.
These revenues must be shared with anystate that has a coastline within 15 miles of the
geographic center of the project. For the decommissioning obligations and requirements
lessees must remove all facilities, including pipeline, cables, and other structures and
obstructions. These facilities should be removed when theyare no longer used for
operations but no later than two years after the termination of the lease.164
The last section of this document covers the Right of Way(ROW) and Rights of Use
and Easements (RUE). The MMS announced that a ROW or RUE grant will be issued to
authorize OCS renewable energyactivities that are not associated with an MMS issued
renewable energylease. If energyis transmitted across the OCS from renewable energy
resources onshore in state waters then an ROW will apply. Similar to this the MMS describes
the RUE as a grant that will be issued to authorize a facilityon the OCS that supports
renewable energyproject located on state submerged lands. The rental fee of $5.00 per acre
is set to be charged for ROW’s and RUE’s. There will also be a fee of $70.00 per statute mile
that will be charged for ROW’s as well. 165
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Key Considerations: 
TheU.S. Federal Government and States have been working hard to find ways to
divide water rights and use between themselves. Some keypoints that need to be reviewed
are:
• The State’s jurisdiction is from the seaward limit and extended 3 nautical miles
seaward of the baseline from which the breath of the territorial sea is measured.
• The Federal government holds jurisdiction from the seaward limit and is defined by
the MMS as the farthest of 200 nautical miles seaward based from which the breadth
of the territorial seas is measured or if the continental shelf can be shown to exceed
200 nautical miles.
• The Code of Virginia is not that specific but states that: it shall be the policyof the
Commonwealth to support federal efforts to examine the feasibilityof offshore wind
energybeing utilized in an environmentallyresponsible fashion.
• The OCS Renewable EnergyFramework lays out outlines howthe MMS will
coordinate and consult with relevant Federal Agencies, with the Governor of any
state, and the executive and local government that maybe effected bya renewable
energylease.
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chapter 5: Regional and State Water Sovereignty Rights 
Thischapter will cover Regional and State sovereigntyrights issues on water use and
offshore development of the outer continental shelf for offshore wind farm development.
In future development of offshore waters, the cooperation between regional and State
governments will be instrumental in the process of moving forward with the growth of
offshore wind energy. Sovereigntyis the independence of a national, tribal, state, or local
government combined with their right to regulate internal affairs without external approval.
166 These policies and issues are some of the major constraints for offshore wind developers
when exploring newarea in which to develop.
Background: 
State Jurisdiction:
States in the U.S. have had their jurisdiction defined bythe Minerals Management
Service (MMS) as follows:
• In Texas and the Gulf coast of Florida the States jurisdiction is extended out to nine
nautical miles from the baseline from which the breadth of the territorial sea is
measure.167
• Louisiana’s jurisdiction is extended 3 imperial nautical miles seaward of the baseline
from which the breadth of the territorial sea is measured.168
• All other State’s seaward limits are extended 3 nautical miles seaward of the baseline
from which the breath of the territorial sea is measured.169
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Legislationon State and Local Water:
In the past there have been manycomplex issues associated with local, state, and
federal regulation of surface water and groundwater. Currently, a verycomplex framework
surrounds howthese authorities and parts of government share legal authorityover broad
water development and management issues. This framework is based on common lawwhich
means that different government levels have control over certain water issues. For example,
the U.S. Federal government has undisputed claims and sovereigntyto develop and manage
navigation on interstate or international bodies of water that are used for commerce. At the
same time state and local governments have control of intrastate water qualityand quantity
issues. States in the U.S. have considerable authorityto establish and implement water laws,
policies, and programs that are suited to their concerns.170
Currently, Virginia is operating under the Riparian Doctrine. The Riparian Doctrine
says that the right to use the water in natural rivers, lakes, and streams belongs to the owners
of the banks on such bodies of water. However, while this doctrine does give an individual
or group a right of use there are some limitations171:
• The right of use does not give ownership
• Public water supplies have no special status
• Use maynot change quantityor quality
• Use must be within the watershed and cannot be removed from riparian lands
• Can do anything until another riparian sues172
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Codeof Virginia:
The Code of Virginia is the statutorylawof the U.S. State of Virginia and consists of
the codified legislation of the Virginia General Assembly. These codes are compiled bythe
Virginia Code Commission which is charged with the responsibilityof publishing and
maintaining a code of the general and permanent statutes of the Commonwealth.173 The
Code of Virginia is not veryspecific about the development of state lands for offshore
natural gas and wind resources but states under § 67-300 that:
• In recognition of the need for energyindependence, it shall be the policyof the
Commonwealth to support federal efforts to determine the extent of natural gas
resources 50 miles or more off the Atlantic shoreline, including appropriate federal
funding for such an investigation. The policyof the Commonwealth shall further
support the inclusion of the Atlantic Planning Areas in the Minerals Management
Service's draft environmental impact statement with respect to natural gas
exploration 50 miles or more off the Atlantic shoreline. Nothing in this Act shall be
construed as a policystatement on the executive or Congressional moratoria on
production and development of natural gas off the Atlantic shoreline.174
• It shall be the policyof the Commonwealth to support federal efforts to examine the
feasibilityof offshore wind energybeing utilized in an environmentallyresponsible
fashion.175
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Comments: 
 Virginia’s State jurisdiction does not have anyspecial considerations like Texas,
Florida, or Louisiana. While these States have had their jurisdictions extended due to certain
circumstances Virginia’s jurisdiction onlyextends 3 nautical miles out from the seaward
baseline. Currently, the Code of Virginia has made it so that the Commonwealth of Virginia
is required to support federal efforts to examine the feasibilityof offshore wind energybeing
utilized in an environmentallyresponsible fashion.
Options for the United States Federal government and the States are somewhat
limited. At this point in time State and Federal jurisdictions overlap from the seaward limit
to 3 nautical miles seaward of the baseline from which the breath of the territorial sea is
measured. This overlap has caused issues between the Federal and State governments on
water sovereigntyrights in the past and will continue to do so until more clearlydefined
legislation has been passed.
The OCS Renewable EnergyFramework released bythe MMS has outlined the steps
that must be completed when applying for competitive and noncompetitive leases. This
framework has also outlined the process that lessees must followonce theyacquire a lease all
the waythrough the decommissioning process.
Discussion:
As the U.S. Federal government and States continue to move forward with offshore
wind production there will be increasing cases of water sovereigntyissues. Currently,
legislation grants Virginia and most other States jurisdiction up to 3 nautical miles out while
granting the Federal government jurisdiction out to 200 nautical miles. The Federal
government also has jurisdiction to manage waters with respect to navigation rights in
interstate or international waters. While this legislation gives the Federal government room
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tooperate in State waters like Virginia’s it still does not address a lot of jurisdictional issues
that can arise from such a situation. The Code of Virginia outlines Virginia’s current policy
that it must support federal efforts to examine the feasibilityof offshore wind energy. While
this does require Virginia to help the Federal government with feasibilitystudies is does not
explicitlystate that Virginia must do anything after examining the feasibility.
This brief also reviews the OCS EnergyFramework policy. Currently, this document
states that the MMS will coordinate and consult with relevant Federal Agencies, with the
Governor of anystate, and the executive and local government that maybe effected bya
renewable energylease. This policyalso covers to an extent howthe MMS will go about
leasing blocks on the OCS for the development of oil, natural gas, and wind. More
legislation will be required in the future to solve water use and sovereigntyissues. By
working together on these projects the Federal government and the States will be able to
limit the amount of overlapping issues and move forward in the development of our natural
resources and clean renewable energylocated in Virginia’s waters and the OCS.
VCERC: 
The Virginia Coastal EnergyResearch Consortium (VCERC) was created byVirginia
legislation in 2007 in order to develop coastal energytechniques and expand the Virginia
knowledge base so as to assist in meeting the targets set out bythe Virginia EnergyPlan. In
order to help achieve these plans VCERC has oriented its efforts towards three of Virginia’s
EnergyPlan’s objectives. These objectives include the creation of renewable energy
resources, improving the environment, and increasing economic development.176
VCERC has been engaged in the research and development required to support the
commercialization and implementation of renewable energybyusing algal biomass, wind,
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andwave resources that are readilyavailable in Virginia. At the creation of VCERC the
Virginia General Assemblyset out keyenergypolicystatements and objectives that
VCERC’s efforts would focus. These energystatements are as follows:
• Facilitate development of energyresources that are less polluting of the
Commonwealth’s air and water, and do not contribute to greenhouse gases and
global warming.
• Foster research and development of alternative energysources that are
competitive at market price.177
• Develop energyresources and facilities that do not impose a disproportionately
adverse impact on economicallydisadvantaged or minoritycommunities.
• Increase Virginia’s reliance on agricultural based ethanol and biodiesel from
crops grown in the Commonwealth.
• Ensure that Energygeneration and deliverysystems are located in places that
minimize impacts to pristine natural areas and other significant onshore natural
resources. These areas should also be as near as possible to compatible
development.178
VCERC was originallyfounded byfive founding members but has expanded over
the last two years and is currentlycomposed of fourteen members. These members include
representatives from eight partner universities and six government and industrypartners.179
The universities involved include:
• Old Dominion University– Founding Member
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• VirginiaInstitute for Marine Science – Founding Member
• Virginia Tech Advanced Research Institute – Founding Member
• James Madison University– Founding Member
• Norfolk State University– Founding Member
• Virginia Commonwealth University
• Universityof Virginia
• Hampton University180
Government partners include:
• Hampton Roads Clean Cities Coalition
• Hampton Roads Sanitation District – Virginia Initiative Plant
• Hampton Roads TechnologyCouncil
• Virginia Department of Mines, Minerals, and Energy
• Virginia Department of Environmental QualityCoastal Zone Management
Program181
• Virginia Marine Resources Commission
Industrypartners include:
• Science Applications International Corporation
• Virginia Manufacturers Association
• Virginia Maritime Association182
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Asstated above VCERC is mandated bythe Virginia EnergyPlan to focus its
research on offshore winds, waves, and marine biomass. These focuses have been broken
down into four main projects with the lead universities listed next to them:183
1) Feasibility level design and economic assessment for a reference baseline offshore
wind power project. (VT-ARI)
2) Preliminarymapping of offshore areas suitable for offshore wind development, with
identification of excluded area to avoid potential conflicts, and mapping of offshore
benthic, pelagic, and avian habitats. (JMU, VIMS)
3) Evaluation of economic development impact of commercial offshore wind power
development and associated workforce training and entrepreneurial development
needs, and preliminaryplanning for ocean test bed. (NSU)
4) Feasibility level design and economic assessment for a biodiesel algae culture system.
(ODU)184
James Madison Universityhas the lead in mapping the offshore wind energy
resources off of Virginia’s coast.185 These mapping efforts have identified excluded areas to
avoid potential conflicts with ocean users, including the U.S. Navytraining and exercise
areas, U.S. Coast Guard designated shipping lanes, commercial fishing grounds, sand and
gravel mining areas, dredge spoil disposal, archeological and other scientific research sites,
and other potentially incompatible sites. JMU is also preparing GIS layers that showthe
distribution of offshore benthic biological communities, marine mammal sightings, and
avian habitats. With this data, researchers will be able to conduct feasibilitystudies as well as
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educatethe public on the impacts that offshore wind parks will have on Virginia’s coastal
and offshore environment and coastal industry.186 VCERC is preparing a report using
relevant research to address the following factors as pertinent to offshore wind
development:
• Wind resource
• Foundation
• Stakeholder concerns
• Sub-station locations
• Turbine construction sites
• Supplychain
• Job creation187
As research and development of offshore waters continue to move forward this will give
VCERC the opportunityto growand transform itself into knowledge base and facilitator for
future development of Virginia’s waters.
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Chapter 6: Recommendation 
 Virginia is currently looking at developing its coastline and the outer continental
shelf for the installation of offshore wind turbines. Bydeveloping its readilyavailable wind
resources, Virginia will be able to help lead the countryin offshore wind energygeneration.
This growth of offshore wind will not onlysupplyVirginia with clean renewable energybut
it will also set an example for other coastal states to follow. This thesis has covered the types
of offshore wind turbines and foundations that are available and discussed the seabed
conditions for which theyare the most applicable. It has analyzed the mistakes and lessons
learned from past offshore wind farms that have been built throughout Europe and
summarized the development of several U.S. wind farms that are currently in the process of
being approved for construction. It has also reviewed Federal and State legislation on what is
required of offshore wind developers. The last section of this thesis will contain a
recommendation as to which types of wind turbine foundations should be used for the
development of the Virginia coastline and Outer Continental Shelf. This recommendation
will be based on where Virginia’s territorial limits are located, the bathymetrydata of the
water available, and the soil composition of the seabed.
In order to recommend what types of turbine foundations that can be used for
Virginia the first step is to determine the wind resources that are available in that region. An
example of this can be seen in figure 24 below. This figure shows the wind resources located
for the State of Virginia all the wayout to the Outer Continental Shelf. Wind resources are
measured on a scale from 1 to 7 bywind speeds. The higher the wind class the better the
location is for the development of an offshore wind farm. As the figure belowshows
Virginia coastline is a prime location for offshore development due to its coast being
primarilydominated byclass 5 and 6 winds.
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Figure 24: OCS 5 year leasing process and planning for specific sale processes.188 
The second step determining what foundations Virginia should use for offshore
development is to establish exactlywhat areas of water are available for Virginia to develop.
This area can be seen belowin figure 25:
Figure 25: Virginia and Federal administrative boundaries.189 
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Thisfigure shows Virginias state boundaries and their jurisdictions over the water. The red
line shown marks the three mile mark from the shore as well as the limit of state jurisdiction.
The green line shown above marks the 12 mile limit and the end of the states territorial sea
limits. Beyond these two lines the waters are considered part of the exclusive economic
zone. The main lines in figure 25 that affects where Virginia can develop are the pink lines
that extend out from the coast towards the OCS. These lines represent Virginia’s extended
borders with other states territories and restricts where Virginia has the right to develop. For
the purposes of this thesis all three of these jurisdictions located inside of Virginia’s extended
borders will be considered for use in the development of offshore wind farms.
The bathymetrydata available for the waters located off the coast of Virginia and the
OCS is also a major factor that will affect which foundations can be used. As discussed
earlier in this thesis each type of foundation that is currentlyavailable for use has restrictions
on the depth of water theycan be deployed in. This range of depth, in which current
foundations can be used, scales from several meters down to hundreds. Byexamining the
bathymetrydata of the waters located within Virginia’s extended borders it is possible to
minimize the number of foundations available for that region. The bathymetrydata for
Virginia’s territorial waters can be seen belowin figure 26:
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Figure 26: Bathymetry data for water off the Virginia coast.190 
The data above in figure 26 shows that the water depth for the Virginia coast starts at
between 0-5m and graduallydrops the farther offshore a person travels to over 4,000m.
Due to the steep drop off and depth of the outer continental shelf areas these areas have not
been available in the past for development. With newand innovative designs for foundations
being researched and prototyped, the wind industryis quicklyincreasing its options for
future growth.
Another important aspect that must be taken into account is the current zoning of
the waters off of the Virginia coastline bythe Federal and State governments. With Virginia
and its surrounding States playing a large role in militaryand space operations, different areas
of the Atlantic and Virginia coast have been zoned off for specific purposes. These purposes
range from militarylocations used for live fire training to NASA’s Wallops Island Flight
Facility. The specific areas that have been zoned off for Federal and State government
operations can be seen belowin figure 27:
                                                          
190 Luerssen, Remy(personal communication, May21, 2009)
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Figure 27: Areas zoned off for government use.191 
As figure 27 above shows a large portion of the Virginia coastline and OCS has been zoned
for government use. While these locations do not specificallyremove these areas from being
developed in the future, the areas marked would require special authorization from the
Federal or State government in order to be developed.
The sediment data is also an extremelyimportant part of deciding on the type of
wind turbine foundation that can be used. The sediment that makes up the seabed in a
certain location mayprohibit the use of some foundations. An example of this can be seen
in areas where boulders and other large rocks are located in figure 28. These locations are
marked on figure 28 with “+”’s. Areas such as these are not suitable to foundations unless
blasting is used in order to break through the boulders.
                                                          
191 Luerssen, Remy(personal communication, May21, 2009)
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Figure 28: Sediment data for the mid Atlantic seabed.192 
As figure 28 above shows, the seabed within Virginia’s extended borders is mostlycomposed
of medium and fine sand. The areas shown above that contain verycoarse sand and up to
coarse pebbles and cobbles are locations that should be avoided if possible. This is due to
the fact that these locations will not have the suction or holding power needed to support
the turbine tower. These locations will also require specialized equipment in order to install
foundations for wind turbines.
Based on all three of the categories listed above, developers of offshore wind farms
will be able to decide on the correct type of foundation that is needed for a particular
location. The easiest waters that can be developed are those closest to the shoreline. Having
an offshore wind farm located close to shore has manyadvantages over building them
farther off. One advantage to this is that the cost and amount of time to transport and install
                                                          
192
 TNC, (personal communication, May21, 2009) 
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foundationsand turbines from a harbor is decreased. Developers will also need to layless
cable in order to transmit the power generated from the wind farm to a shore based
substation. For water depths of 30m or less the most popular and commonlyused
foundation is the steel monopole. The onlyenvironments the steel monopole foundation
cannot be used in are seabeds with boulders or rockysediment. If these conditions are
encountered it is still possible to use concrete monopoles which can have a drill cutting head
installed on them.
The best choice for foundations to install in the waters off the coast of Virginia
leading offshore to the OCS is the truss tower and suction caisson foundation. Truss towers
can be installed in water depths of up to 60m. This type of tower and foundation has been
shown to be the most cost effective and easiest to install. Truss towers use half of the
materials used in building a tubular tower and provide the same amount of support. This
design allows for a large cost reduction and more turbines to be built than a developer might
have been able to originallyafford. On top of these advantages the truss tower is also well
suited for use with suction pile foundations. These foundations are able to be installed in
almost anyenvironment and require little to no heavymachineryfor their installation.
For the construction of offshore wind turbines in waters greater than 60m, suction
caissons or suction piles are still the recommended foundations for use. These foundations
have been used bythe oil and natural gas industryfor years and have proven to be extremely
reliable in water as deep as 1000m. Suction caissons and piles can be used in extremelydeep
waters in order to anchor multiple kinds of floating turbines that are located on the surface
above them. While the monopole foundation and tubular tower are currentlythe most
popular, suction caissons should be considered for use in future wind farms that have
sediment types that meet its requirements.
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